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REMARKS 

Reconsideration and allowance of this application are 
respectfully requested. Claim 1 is cancelled, claims 2-13 
remain in this application as amended herein, and claims 14-16 
are added. Accordingly, claims 2-16 are submitted for the 
Examiner 1 s reconsideration . 

The specification has been amended to correct minor 
grammatical errors . 

Claims 4-9 and 11-13 have been amended solely to 
provide proper antecedence and to have the claims better conform 
with the requirements of U.S. practice. No new matter has been 
added by these amendments. 

In the Office Action, the Examiner rejected 
claims 2-13 under 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph. Claims 2, 
3 and 10 have been amended to correct the informalities. It is 
therefore submitted that the claims are in full compliance with 
the requirements of 35 U.S.C. § 112, second paragraph. 

Turning to the art rejection, claim 2 was rejected 
under 35 U.S.C. § 102(b) as being anticipated by Tuy (U.S. 
Patent No. 5,170,347). It is submitted, however, that the claim 
is patentably distinguishable over Tuy. 

The Tuy patent is concerned with reformatting cross- 
sectional images to present them as a three-dimensional image 
from a given perspective view. The patent describes the 
generation of a three-dimensional image by (i) acquiring images 
of consecutive slices of a three-dimensional object, 
(ii) dividing each of the slices into common regions of interest 
and selecting one of the regions of interest, (iii) selecting an 
object in the selected region of interest, (iv) representing the 
object as a set of scan line segments formed of the portion of 
each scan line of each slice that intersects the object, 
(v) listing all possible viewing surfaces associated with the 
scan line segments, (vi) selecting a viewing angle, 
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magnification and display screen resolution, (vii) projecting 
the potentially visible ones of the viewing surfaces onto the 
display screen according to the selected viewing angle, 
magnification and screen resolution, and (viii) determining gray 
levels for each pixel of the display screen using the 
projections of the viewing surfaces. (See Figs. 2-3 and 5-6; 
col. 4, lines 37-41; col. 5, line 53 - col. 6, line 58; and 

col. 9, line 56 - col. 10, line 22.) The patent therefore 
describes the listing of viewing surfaces that are associated 
with the scan line segments of an object and describes 
generating a composite image on a display screen based on a 
selected viewing angle, magnification and screen resolution . 
Tuy does not disclose or suggest generating a surface region 
that represents an operand of an instruction . 

Tuy does not disclose or suggest: 

means for generating a first surface region that 
represents a first operand of an instruction and a 
second surface region that represents a second operand 
of the instruction and for reading out a first set of 
surface region data that corresponds to the first 
surface region and a second set of surface region data 
that corresponds to the second surface region 

as called for in claim 2 . 

Further, Tuy does not disclose or suggest that any of 

the above operations are carried out in parallel . The patent 

therefore does not suggest: 

means for operating in parallel on the first and 
second sets of surface region data in accordance with 
the instruction 
as defined in claim 2. 

It follows that Tuy does not disclose or suggest the 
combination recited in claim 2 and therefore does not anticipate 
the claim. Accordingly, the withdrawal of the rejection under 
35 U.S.C. § 102 is respectfully requested. 

The Examiner indicated that claims 10-13 are allowable 

if rewritten to overcome the rejections under 35 U.S.C. § 112, 
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second paragraph. As noted above, claim 10 has been amended 
accordingly. It is therefore submitted that claims 10-13 are in 
condition for allowance. 

Also, the Examiner indicated that claims 3-9 are 
allowable if rewritten to overcome the rejection under 35 U.S.C. 
§ 112, second paragraph and to include the limitations set out 
in the base claim. Claim 3 has been amended to correct the 
informality as described above. Moreover, claim 2, from which 
claims 3-9 depend, is patentably distinguishable over the cited 
art as described above. Therefore, it is submitted that 

claims 3-9 are also in condition for allowance. 

New claims 14-16 depend from claim 11 and, at' least 
for the same reasons, are also in condition for allowance. 
Claims 14-16 include limitations similar to those set out in 
claims 4-6 and are similarly supported. 

As it is believed that all of the rejections set forth 
in the Official Action have been fully met, favorable 
reconsideration and allowance are earnestly solicited. ' If, 
however, for any reason the Examiner does not believe that such 
action can be taken at this time, it is respectfully requested 
that the Examiner telephone applicant's attorney at (908) 654- 
5000 in order to overcome any additional objections which the 
Examiner might have. 
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If there are any additional charges in connection with 
this requested amendment, the Examiner is authorized to charge 
Deposit Account No. 12-1095 therefor. 



Dated: April 4, 2005 



Respectfully submitted, 
By_ 

Lawrence E. Russ 
Registration No.: 35,342 
LERNER, DAVID, LITTENBERG, 
KRUMHOLZ & MENTLIK, LLP 
600 South Avenue West 
Westfield, New Jersey 07090 
(908) 654-5000 
Attorney for Applicant 
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